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August 7, 2006 

Mail Stop Petition 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

PETITION TO THE DIRECTOR UNDER 37 CFR 1.181 
Honorable Sir: 

Applicant petitions the Director to reverse the action of the Examiner in 
withdrawing claims 1-11 from consideration. Claims 1-11 were withdrawn by the 
Examiner in the June 9, 2006 Office Action. Petition fee under 37 CFR 1.17(f) is 
attached hereto. 

Initially, the Examiner issued a Restriction/Election requirement on March 6, 
2006 which required applicant to elect between species-Groups I, II, or III. 
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Appl. No. 10/781 ,395 

Reply Dated August 7, 2006 

Reply to Office action of June 9, 2006 

In response to the Restriction/Election requirement, applicant provisionally 
elected, with traverse, species-Group I (Figs. 1, 2A, 3, 4) and asserted that all claims 
were drawn to species-Group I. 

Subsequently, in the first Office Action on the merits of June 9, 2006, the 
Examiner withdrew claims 1-1 1 that applicant asserted were directed to species-Group 
I (Figs. 1 , 2A, 3, 4). This left only claims 12-13 for consideration, which the Examiner 
rejected. It should be noted that claims 12-13 are merely directed to the "slider panel." 

Applicant counsel telephoned the Examiner on June 21 , 2006 to find out why 
claims 1-11 had been withdrawn. In the June 21, 2006 telephone interview and a 
follow-up July 12, 2006 telephone interview, the Examiner stated that he had measured 
in Fig. 2A a difference in the width between the driver 22 and the receiver 34 of 
approximately 1/16". From this the Examiner concluded that the driver 22 and receiver 
34 could not be brought into contact with one another, as independent claim 1 requires. 

It is applicant's position that 1/16" would be enough space to allow for bringing 
the driver 22 into contact with the receiver 34. Furthermore, applicant asserts that 
patent drawings are not intended to define precise proportions of the elements of the 
invention and that the specification must be utilized in conjunction with the drawings, as 
the courts have decided in In re Chitayat, 161 USPQ 224 (CCPA 1969) and Hockerson- 
Halberstadt Inc. v. Avia Group International Inc., 55 USPQ2d 1487 (CAFC 2000). 
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Reply Dated August 7, 2006 

Reply to Office action of June 9, 2006 

Applicant cites, for example, the following locations in the specification that 
support claims 1-11 being illustrated in Figs. 1, 2A, 3, and 4. 

At page 5, lines 10-12 it states that the movement of the slider panel 46 is 
smooth , at page 6, lines 6-10 it states that the surfaces 24,26,36,38 are not 
rigidly attached , at page 6, lines 15-19 it states that the present invention allows 
for substantial misalignment , at page 7, line 5-10 it states that the contact 
surfaces are brought into non-attached pushing or pulling mechanical contact , 
and at page 7, lines 12-17 it states that first and second drive bumpers 42, 44 
are disposed on the receiver contact surfaces 36,38, so as to cushion the 
mechanical impact forces that would be applied to the receiver contact surfaces 
36, 38 by the mechanical contact from the driver contact surfaces 24, 26. 
There is no mention in the disclosure of a "friction fit" or "tolerances" as the 
Examiner further asserted in the telephone interviews. 

Thus, applicant respectfully asserts that the patent drawings do properly illustrate 
that the driver 22 and the receiver 34 can be brought into contact with one another (as 
independent claim 1 requires), that the drawings are not intended to define precise 
proportions of the elements of the invention, that the specification must be utilized in 
conjunction with the drawings, and that all claims 1-13 read on species-Group I (Figs. 1, 
2A, 3, 4). 
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Reply Dated August 7, 2006 

Reply to Office action of June 9, 2006 


For all the reasons described in the preceding paragraphs, applicant respectfully 
submits that claims 1-11 should not have been withdrawn from consideration. 
Accordingly, a timely action to that end is courteously solicited. 


ATTORNEYS/AGENT 
Marshall & Melhorn, LLC 
Four SeaGate - 8 th Floor 
Toledo, Ohio 43604 
Phone: (419)249-7132 
Fax: (419)249-7151 


Conclusion 


Respectfully submitted, 



Stephen G. Kimmet 
Registration No. 52,488 
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